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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 
Regarding the Claim objections 

Examiner acknowledges submission of amended claims to overcome claim 
objections. Thus the previous objections to the claims are withdrawn. 
Regarding the Matsushita patent 

Applicant's arguments, see page 2, filed 10/30/06, with respect to the rejection(s) 

of claim(s) 1-6, 8 and 9 under Matsushita have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Wetzel and Inoue, see 
below. 

Regarding the double patenting rejection 

The terminal disclaimer filed on 8/3/06 disclaiming the terminal portion of any 
patent granted on this application which would extend beyond the expiration date of US 
6730100 has been reviewed and is accepted. The terminal disclaimer has been 
recorded. Thus the previous obvious type double patenting rejection is withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
. obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over Wetzel (US 
5611145) in view of Inoue et al. (US 6287190) and further in view of Demci et al. (US 
3672049) 

Wetzel teaches a hair removing device comprising; 

• a housing (1) incorporating therein a rotary motor 

• the motor having an output rotor shaft (6) fixedly carrying a non-circular joint (40) 

• a coupler (23) being coaxial with said joint and movable together with said 
actuating head (9) into and out of engagement with and from said joint said 
coupler (23) being slidable along the axis of said joint while keeping a driving 
connection there-between 

• wherein the said shaving drive mechanism (430) translates the rotary motion 
(from drive shaft 6) of the motor directly into the reciprocating movement of said 
cutter (21) without any intervening reduction gear 

• a shaving head which is selectively detachable to said housing (claim 5) 

• said shaving head carrying a cutter and including a shaving drive-mechanism 
which is powered by said motor to move said cutter for cutting the hairs (fig. 3) 
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• said shaving drive mechanism including a coupler (30) which is detachably 
connected to said joint for receiving the rotary motion of said motor 

Wetzel fails to teach the following: 

• an epilator head carrying epilation members for removing hairs from the user's 
skin 

• said epilator head being detachably mounted to said housing 

• a drive mechanism which is powered by said motor to actuate said epilation 
members 

• said epilator head includes a cylinder having a center axis and carrying said 
epilation members 

• said drive mechanism including a first linkage leading from said coupler for 
rotating the cylinder about said center axis in order to pluck the hairs 

Inoue teaches a hair removing device comprising an epilator head carrying epilation 
members for removing hairs from the user's skin said epilator head being detachably 
mounted to said housing including a drive mechanism which is powered by said motor 
to actuate said epilation members, said epilator head includes a cylinder having a 
center axis and carrying said epilation members, said drive mechanism including a first 
linkage leading from said coupler for rotating the cylinder about said center axis in order 
to pluck the hairs in order to provide a hair removing device that effectively removes hair 
by plucking rather than shaving. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify the device of Wetzel with. the 
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epilation head of Inoue in order to provide a hair removing device that effectively 
removes hair by plucking rather than shaving. Further, Demci teaches that it is known 
in the hair removal art to provide a base housing with interchangeable heads in order to 
provide a device that is capable of performing multiple functions with multiple heads. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the combination of Wetzel and Inoue as taught by Demci in order to 
provide a device that can perform multiple functions, such as shaving and plucking. 

Regarding. Claim 2, the combination of Wetzel, Inoue and Demci teaches all 
limitations of preceding dependent claim 1 , and Wetzel further teaches wherein the 
coupler (23) is in the form of a sleeve defining therein a socket hole, but fails to teach 
wherein the said joint fits in to the socket hole, and the coupler is recessed from a 
bottom end of the actuation head. It would have been an obvious matter of design 
choice to modify the coupling mechanism of the combination of Wetzel, Inoue and 
Demci with the said joint fitting in to the socket hole, and the coupler recessed from a 
bottom end of the actuation head, since the applicant has not disclosed that the 
coupling mechanism provides any advantage over different actuating mechanisms and 
it appears that the combination of Wetzel, Inoue and Demci performs the task of 
coupling the actuating head to the base equally well. 

Regarding Claim 8, the combination of Wetzel, Inoue and Demci teaches all 
limitations of preceding dependent claim 1, but fails to disclose wherein the coupler of 
said shaving head is integrally formed with an eccentric cam which engages with a 
reciprocator carrying said cutter for translating the rotary motion of the motor into a 
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reciprocating movement of said cutter. Wetzel does teach wherein the shaving head is 
integrally formed with a cam (430) which engages with a reciprocator (410) carrying a 
cutter (400) for translating rotary motion from the motor to a reciprocating movement of 
said cutter (230, 240). It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to modify 
the shaving head of the combination Wetzel, Inoue and Demci with an eccentric cam for 
actuating reciprocation movement of the cutter since the applicant has not disclosed 
that the eccentric cam provides any advantage over different actuating mechanisms and 
it appears that the combination of Wetzel, Inoue and Demci performs the task of 
reciprocating movement of the cutter equally well. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
Claims 3-6 and 9 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Natalie Pous whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6140. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00am-5:30pm, off 
every 2nd Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anhtuan Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-4963. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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